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Status of Claims 



1. 



This action is in reply to Application 10/681286 filed on October 9, 2003. 



2. 



Claims 1-24 are currently pending and have been examined. 



Information Disclosure Statement 



3. The Information Disclosure Statement filed on October 9, 2003 has been considered. 
An initialed copy of the Form 1449 is enclosed herewith. 



4. New corrected drawings in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in this 
application because labels for figures 2-8 dated October 9, 2003 are in handwritten form. 
Applicant is advised to employ the services of a competent patent draftsperson outside the 
Office, as the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office no longer prepares new drawings. The 
corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. The requirement for corrected drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Drawing Objections 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 



5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) The invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a 
foreign country or in public use or sale in this country, more than one year prior to 
the date of application for patent in the United States. 

6. Claims 13-16, 19-22 are rejected under U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Reese, U.S. Patent 6,236,980. 

7. As per claim 13, Reese teaches the following limitations: a computer-implemented 
system for helping users efficiently identify and access research reports for one or more 
securities, the system comprising means for simultaneously displaying, in a graphical user 
interface: 

• A list of some or all securities covered by a contributor; disclosing a computer screen 
user interface displaying a listing of recommendations for a given list of securities 
covered by a recommender or contributor (see at least figure 13); 

• The contributor's current prediction for one or more fiscal events for each security 
listed; disclosing a computer screen user interface displaying target data predictions 
for a given security (see at least figure 4); 

• At least one measure of the contributor's historical performance for each security 
listed; disclosing a computer screen user interface displaying historical performance 
ratings by means of symbology for a given security (see at least figure 4); and, 

• Research report objects corresponding to one or more research reports authored by 
the contributor for each security listed; disclosing a computer screen user interface 
displaying a listing of research report objects by means of stock ticker symbols (see 
at least figure 4). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/681 ,286 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3609 

8. As per claim 19, Reese teaches the following limitations: a computer-implemented 
system for helping users efficiently identify and access research reports for one or more 
securities, the system comprising means for simultaneously displaying, in a graphical user 
interface: 

• A list of contributors having current predictions for a given security, for a selected 
fiscal event; disclosing a computer screen user interface displaying a listing of 
recommendations for a given list of securities covered by a recommender or 
contributor (see at least figure 13); 

• Current predictions for the given security from each contributor listed-, disclosing a 
computer screen user interface displaying target data predictions for a given security 
(see at least figure 4); 

• A measure of each contributor's historical performance for the given security; 
disclosing a computer screen user interface displaying historical performance ratings 
by means of star symbology for a given security (see at least figure 4); and, 

• Research report objects corresponding to one or more research reports authored by 
each contributor listed for the given security; disclosing a computer screen user 
interface displaying a listing of research report objects by means of stock ticker 
symbols (see at least figure 4). 

9. As per claims 14 and 20, Reese teaches the system of claims 13 and 19 as described 
above. Reese further teaches the system wherein the current prediction comprises an 
earnings estimate; disclosing the use of various reasons such as expected earnings 
increases in support of a recommendation for a given security (see at least column 64, lines 
14-24). 
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10. As per claims 15 and 21, Reese teaches the system of claims 13 and 19 as described 
above. Reese further teaches the system wherein the current prediction comprises a 
recommendation; disclosing a computer screen user interface displaying the 
recommendation made by a recommendation source (see at least figure 4). 

11. As per claims 16 and 22, Reese teaches the system of claims 13 and 19 as described 
above. Reese further teaches the system wherein the measure of the contributors' past 
performance comprises at least one of a measure of estimate accuracy for each contributor 
on one or more securities, or a measure of profitability of stock ratings for each contributor 
on one or more securities; disclosing the use of target data information which includes the 
price that the recommender predicted the price of the security selected would reach and the 
date that this price would be realized, in their opinion; wherein such target data provides 
the user with information as to what they might be expected to gain or lose from the 
recommendation of the recommender (see at least column 17, lines 24-31); further wherein 
the performance of each recommendation is statistically analyzed over a multitude of 
predetermined date ranges in order to determine whether or not a recommender's 
recommendations have consistently performed well on an individual basis over a particular 
time frame (see at least column 26, lines 47-59). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office Action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
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subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

13. Claims 1-12 are rejected under U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kelley et 
al. f U.S. Publication 2003/0084059 in view of Reese, U.S. Patent 6,236,980. 

14. As per claim 1, Kelley teaches the following limitations: a computer-implemented 
system for helping users efficiently identify and access research reports for one or more 
securities, the system comprising: 

• Means for accessing research reports for a plurality of contributors; disclosing a 
centralized processing method on a web server which accesses a plurality of 
information sources (see at least paragraph 31, lines 1-3); wherein information from 
such various sources are incorporated into a webpage (see at least paragraph 34, 
lines 3-6); and, further wherein such information pertains to research material 
utilized by professional users in research-intensive fields including investors, 
purchasing agents, sales people, traders and technical support staff (see at least 
paragraph 4, lines 1-4 and paragraph 16, lines 1-3); 

• Means for filtering the research reports; disclosing where filtering is used to ensure 
that relevant and appropriate data is presented most prominently (see at least 
paragraph 34, lines 5-8); and wherein such filtered information is sorted according to 
the user's interest level (see at least paragraph 78, lines 1-3). Kelley doesn't 
explicitly teach where the means of filtering of research reports is based on at least a 
measure of the contributors' past performance. Reese, however, discloses where 
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reports containing investment security recommendations could include the 
performance of the recommenders or contributors (see abstract, lines 2-3 and lines 
8-10). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to expand the methodology of Kelley to include the means where the 
filtering of research reports is based on at least a measure of the contributors' past 
performance. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to expand 
the methodology of Kelley in this manner for the purpose of allowing a user to be 
informed as to which research source has the better investment performance record 
as well as better understand the risk(s) of the security the user may be interested in; 
and, 

• Means for displaying, in a graphical user interface, a filtered listing of research report 
objects corresponding to the research reports that have been filtered; disclosing a 
computer screen user interface where the users can specify the actions they wish to 
perform on certain objects (see at least paragraph 37, lines 3-5); and wherein 
information filtered and sorted according to the user's interest level is automatically 
displayed (see at least paragraph 78, lines 1-4). 

15. As per claim 5, Kelley teaches the following limitations: a computer-implemented 
system for helping users efficiently identify and access research reports for one or more 
securities, the system comprising: 

• Means for simultaneously displaying, in a graphical user interface, a listing of 
research report objects corresponding to research reports authored by one or more 
contributors; disclosing, by means of an example, a computer screen user interface 
displaying stock ticker objects (see at least figure 7). 
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Kelley doesn't explicitly teach the system comprising means for simultaneously displaying, 
in a graphical user interface, historical performance data for one or more contributors. 
Reese, however, discloses, by means of an example, a computer screen user interface 
simultaneously displaying a listing of research report objects (stock ticker symbol) 
corresponding to research recommendations presented by several contributors (source of 
recommendation) along with historical performance ratings (star symbology rating) for each 
contributor (see at least figure 4). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to expand the methodology of Kelley to include the system 
comprising means for simultaneously displaying, in a graphical user interface, historical 
performance data for the one or more contributors. One of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated to expand the methodology of Kelley in this manner for the purpose of 
organizing the report in such a way that the information is easy to read and is useful in 
helping make an investment decision. 

16. As per claim 11, Kelley teaches the following limitations: a computer-implemented 
system for helping users efficiently identify and access research reports for one or more 
securities, the system comprising means for simultaneously displaying, in a graphical user 
interface: 

• A listing of research report objects corresponding to research reports authored by 
one or more contributors, wherein the research report objects comprise icons that, 
when selected by a user, enable the user to access the corresponding research 
reports; disclosing, by means of an example, a computer screen user interface 
displaying stock ticker objects (see at least figure 7); and wherein users can specify 
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the actions they wish to perform on certain objects (see at least paragraph 37, lines 
3-5); and wherein the user is able to select a link (e.g. an icon, object) in the web 
browser display for retrieval and access of any necessary information (see at least 
paragraph 96, lines 1-3 and paragraph 97, lines 10-13). 
• Means for enabling a user to obtain additional information about a research report 
prior to accessing the research report; disclosing an embodiment with a context pane 
view from which an informational object may be selected and an available task for 
that object executed such as, for example, getting a current quote for a selected 
financial instrument (see at least paragraph 30, lines 1-3 and paragraph 32, lines 7- 
9). 

Kelley doesn't explicitly teach the system comprising means for simultaneously displaying, 
in a graphical user interface, historical performance data for the one or more contributors; 
Reese, however, discloses, by means of an example, a computer screen user interface 
simultaneously displaying a listing of research report objects (stock ticker symbol) 
corresponding to research recommendations presented by several contributors (source of 
recommendation) along with historical performance ratings (star symbology rating) for each 
contributor (see at least figure 4). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to expand the methodology of Kelley to include the system 
comprising means for simultaneously displaying, in a graphical user interface, historical 
performance data for the one or more contributors. One of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated to expand the methodology of Kelley in this manner for the purpose of 
organizing the report in such a way that the information is easy to read and is useful in 
helping make an investment decision. 
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17. As per claims 2 and 7, Kelley/Reese teaches the system of claims 1 and 5 as 
described above. Kelley further teaches the system wherein the research report objects 
comprise links that, when selected by a user, enable the user to access the corresponding 
research reports; disclosing where the user is able to select a link (e.g. an icon, object) in 
the web browser display for retrieval and access of any necessary information (see at least 
paragraph 96, lines 1-3 and paragraph 97, lines 10-13). 

18. As per claims 3 and 8, Kelley/Reese teaches the system of claims 2 and 7, as 
described above. Kelley further teaches the system wherein accessing a research report 
comprises at least one of purchasing, viewing, downloading, or printing the research report; 
disclosing the example where a trader selects a company of interest and then selects an 
action to obtain the latest analyst commentary regarding that company (see at least 
paragraph 37, lines 8-10). 

19. As per claims 4 and 10, Kelley/Reese teaches the system of claims 1 and 5 as 
described above. Kelley doesn't explicitly teach the system wherein the measure of the 
contributors' past performance comprises at least one of a measure of estimate accuracy for 
each contributor on one or more securities, or a measure of profitability of stock ratings for 
each contributor on one or more securities. Reese, however, discloses the use of target data 
information which includes the price that the recommender predicted the price of the 
security selected would reach and the date that this price would be realized, in their 
opinion; wherein such target data provides the user with information as to what they might 
be expected to gain or lose from the recommendation of the recommender (see at least 
column 17, lines 24-31); further wherein the performance of each recommendation is 
statistically analyzed over a multitude of predetermined date ranges in order to determine 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/681 ,286 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 3609 

whether or not a recommender's recommendations have consistently performed well on an 
individual basis over a particular time frame (see at least column 26, lines 47-59). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to expand 
the methodology of Kelley to include the system wherein the measure of the contributors 1 
past performance comprises at least one of a measure of estimate accuracy for each 
contributor on one or more securities, or a measure of profitability of stock ratings for each 
contributor on one or more securities. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to expand the methodology of Kelley in this manner for the purpose of aiding in 
determining whom to follow or what strategy to follow. 

20. As per claim 6, Kelley/Reese teaches the system of claim 5 as described above. 
Kelley doesn't explicitly teach the system wherein current predictions for the one or more 
contributors are also simultaneously displayed with the research report objects and 
historical performance data. Reese, however, discloses, by means of an example, a 
computer screen user interface simultaneously displaying a listing of research report objects 
(stock ticker symbol) corresponding to research recommendations (target data) presented 
by several contributors (source of recommendation) along with historical performance rating 
(star symbology rating) for each contributor (see at least figure 4). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to expand the 
methodology of Kelley to include the system wherein current predictions for the one or more 
contributors are also simultaneously displayed with the research report objects and 
historical performance data. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
expand the methodology of Kelley in this manner for the purpose of organizing the report in 
such a way that the information is easy to read and is useful in helping make an investment 
decision. 
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21. As per claim 9, Kelley/Reese teaches the system of claim 7 as described above. 
Kelley further teaches the system comprising means for enabling a user to obtain additional 
information about a research report prior to accessing the research report; disclosing an 
embodiment with a context pane view from which an informational object may be selected 
and an available task for that object executed such as, for example, getting a current quote 
for a selected financial instrument (see at least paragraph 30, lines 1-3 and paragraph 32, 
lines 7-9). 

22. As per claim 12, Kelley/Reese teaches the system of claim 11 as described above. 
Kelley further teaches the system wherein the additional information comprises additional 
information about at least one of a contributor, entities with which the contributor is 
affiliated, or a research report; disclosing a viewing pane which includes a banner or logo 
area allowing the providing company to show its name and logo to the user (see at least 
paragraph 77, lines 1-3). 

23. Claims 17-18 and 23-24 are rejected under U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Reese, U.S. Patent 6,236,980 in view of Kelley et al., U.S. Publication 2003/0084059. 

24. As per claims 17 and 23, Reese teaches the system of claims 13 and 19 as described 
above. Reese doesn't explicitly teach the system wherein the research report objects 
comprise links that, when selected by a user, enable the user to access the corresponding 
research reports. Kelley, however, discloses where the user is able to select a link (e.g. an 
icon, object) in the web browser display for retrieval and access of any necessary 
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information (see at least paragraph 96, lines 1-3 and paragraph 97, lines 10-13). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to expand 
the methodology of Reese/Kelley to include the system wherein the research report objects 
comprise links that, when selected by a user, enable the user to access the corresponding 
research reports. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to expand the 
methodology of Reese in this manner for the purpose of providing means for the user to 
obtain additional information. 

25. As per claims 18 and 24, Reese teaches the system of claims 13 and 19, as 
described above. Reese doesn't explicitly teach the system wherein accessing a research 
report comprises at least one of purchasing, viewing, downloading, or printing the research 
report. Kelley, however, discloses the example where a trader selects a company of interest 
and then selects an action to obtain the latest analyst commentary regarding that company 
(see at least paragraph 37, lines 8-10). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to expand the methodology of Reese to include the 
system wherein accessing a research report comprises at least one of purchasing, viewing, 
downloading, or printing the research report. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been motivated to expand the methodology of Reese in this manner for the purpose of 
allowing a user to perform a variety and plurality of actions against a particular object that 
the user may be interested in. 

Conclusion 

26. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to the 
applicant's disclosure. 
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• Price et al., U.S. Patent 6,651,056 teaches an information delivery system for 
electronically distributed investment research. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Clifford Madamba whose telephone number is 571-270-1239. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thu 7:30-5:00 EST Alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
James A. Reagan can be reached on 571-270-1245. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866- 
217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA 
OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Clifford Madamba 
Patent Examiner 
May 11, 2007 




